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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the application filed on: 8/20/2003, and IDS filed on: 
3/21/2006, and IDS filed on: 8/20/2003. 

2. Claims 1,7, 14, and 20 are independent claims. Claims 1-21 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

With regards to claims 1 , 7, 14, and 20, they contain the trademark/trade name 
PowerPoint. Where a trademark or trade name is used in a claim as a limitation to 
identify or describe a particular material or product, the claim does not comply with the 
requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. 

See Ex parte Simpson, 218 USPQ 1020 (Bd. App. 1982). The claim scope is uncertain 
since the trademark or trade name cannot be used properly to identify any particular 
material or product. A trademark or trade name is used to identify a source of goods, 
and not the goods themselves. Thus, a trademark or trade name does not identify or 
describe the goods associated with the trademark or trade name. In the present case, 
the trademark/trade name is used to identify/describe a presentation file and, 
accordingly, the identification/description is indefinite. 
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With regards to claims 2-6, 8-13,1 5-19, and 21 , for depending either directly or 
indirectly upon rejected independent claims (1, 7, 14 or 20), are rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-3, 14-17, 20, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Syncomatic (Syncomatic Online Documentation, published: May 

2006, Section: 'Syncomatic Style files' (pages: 1-4), Section: 'Producing a Lecture Using 

Sync-O-Matic 2000' (pages 1 -20), in further view of Lin (US Patent: 6,369,835 B1 , 

issued: Apr. 9, 2002, filed: May 18, 1999). 

With regards to claim 1 , Syncomatic teaches: 

• Opening a PPT presentation file: as explained in section: Producing a Lecture 
Using Sync-O-Matic 2000' page 4-5 (whereas, a PowerPoint file is opened for 
analysis and conversion). 

• Parsing the PPT presentation file to identify each presentation slide and to 
identify one or more presentation object(s) presented in each presentation slide: 
as explained in section: 'Sync-O-Matic Style Files' page 3: whereas, PowerPoint 
files have been parsed, and information extracted from presentation objects such 
as image map data, or text data) 
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• Generating a first compressed single image format image capturing a 
presentation object in a first presentation slide of the PPT presentation file: 
(section: 'Producing a Lecture Using Sync-O-Matic 2000', pages 3-5: whereas, a 
compressed GIF image file is generated, capturing presentation content/objects 
in a first presentation slide of the PPT presentation file). 

However, Syncomatic does not expressly teach 

• Identifying each presentation object presented in each presentation slide during 
parsing and generating a second compressed single image format image 
capturing the presentation object in the first presentation slide of the PPT 
presentation file, wherein the first compressed single image format image 
captures the presentation object before an effect is applied and the second 
compressed single image format image captures an end-point of the effect 
applied to the presentation object. 

Lin teaches a method comprising: 

• Identifying each presentation object presented in each presentation slide during 
parsing (Abstract: "Objects in the slide show presentation are identified and 
automatically transformed ...") 

' • Generating a second compressed single image format image capturing the 
presentation object in the first presentation slide of the PPT presentation file, 
wherein the first compressed single image format image captures the 
presentation object before an effect is applied and the second compressed single 
image format image captures an end-point of the effect applied to the 
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presentation object (whereas, as explained in Fig. 14, each object/shape in the 
presentation file is captured, by including a video sample to capture the 
beginning and endpoint effects for each identified presentation object/shape. As 
shown in Fig. 2, the method of capture is through frame-based video (reference 
number 66). Since a frame is a single image amongst a sequence of other 
images in a video, and the video (which includes all frames) can be compressed 
through MPEG compression (column 7, lines 60-67), then a first compressed 
image is generated to show the a presentation object before an effect, and a 
second compressed image is generated after an effect as taught by Fig 14 
reference 350). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified Syncomatic's method for parsing and generating 
compressed image files, to have further included the ability to generated images which 
captures the presentation object in the first presentation slide in a first image, and 
capturing the end-point effect applied to the presentation object in a second image, as 
taught by Lin. The combination of Syncomatic and Lin would have allowed Syncomatic 
to have provided for an output presentation/format which is more universal such that it 
wouldn't be necessary "for an application program [to] recognize the file format of the 
presentation program ... [or] ... [have] the presentation program installed on a computer 
before the slide show may be viewed" (Lin, column 2, lines 24-30). 
With regards to claim 2, which depends on claim 1, Lin teaches a method for identifying 
presentation objects, and generating equivalent compressed image(s), as similarly 
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explained in the rejection for claim 1 . Additionally, Lin further teaches the method for 
identifying and generating compressed images, includes identifying an animated GIF 
object; examining each image in the animated GIF object; and selecting an image from 
the examined animated GIF object for rendering as a compressed single image format 
image (column 21, lines 56-60: whereas, an image is selected from an Animated GIF 
object, and transformed into a image. Additionally, the image may be compressed 
through MPEG compression as explained earlier in the rejection for claim 1). 
With regards to claim 3, which depends on claim 1, Lin teaches identifying presentation 
objects in the rejection for claim 1 . Lin further teaches the identification of presentation 
objects includes identifying presentation object attributes, the presentation object 
attributes including presentation effects assigned to a presentation object (Fig 14: 
whereas, vector data/attributes for each object/shape is included). 
With regards to claim 14, Syncomatic and Lin similarly teaches program instructions for 
parsing the PPT presentation file; program instructions for identifying each presentation 
slide in the PPT presentation file; program instructions for identifying a presentation 
object in each presentation slide in the PPT presentation file; program instructions for 
determining whether the presentation object has presentation effects; program 
instructions for generating a first compressed image file showing the presentation 
object; and program instructions for generating a second compressed image file 
showing the presentation object having the effect applied, as similarly explained in the 
rejection for claim 1, and is rejected under similar rationale. 
With regards to claim 15, which depends on claim 14, Syncomatic and Lin similarly 
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teaches program instructions for identifying an animated GIF object; program 
instructions for analyzing each image of the animated GIF object; program instructions 
for selecting a single image of the animated GIF object; and program instructions for 
generating a compressed image file showing the selected single image of the animated 
GIF object, as similarly explained in the rejection for claim 2, and is rejected under 
similar rationale. 

With regards to claim 16, which depends on claim 14, Syncomatic and Lin similarly 
teaches determining whether the presentation object has presentation effects includes 
examining any attributes assigned to the presentation object, as similarly explained in 
the rejection for claim 3, and is rejected under similar rationale. 
With regards to claim 17, which depends on claim 14, Syncomatic and Lin similarly 
teaches program instructions for generating a plurality of compressed image files for 
each presentation slide in the PPT presentation file, wherein the plurality of compressed 
image files illustrate an end effect for each presentation object having an effect, as 
similarly explained in the rejection for claim 1, and is rejected under similar rationale. 
With regards to claim 20, Syncomatic and Lin similarly teaches logic for reading the 
PPT presentation file; logic for parsing the PPT presentation file; logic for identifying 
each presentation slide in the PPT presentation file; logic for identifying each 
presentation object in each presentation slide; logic for generating a first compressed 
image file showing a presentation object without a presentation effect applied; and logic 
for generating a second compressed image file showing an end effect of a presentation 
object having an effect applied, as similarly explained in the rejection for claim 1 , and is 
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rejected under similar rationale. 

With regards to claim 21, which depends on claim 20, Syncomatic and Lin similarly 
teaches logic for generating a plurality of compressed image files for each presentation 
slide in the PPT presentation file, wherein the plurality of compressed image files 
illustrate an end effect for each presentation object having a presentation effect, as 
similarly explained in the rejection for claim 1, and is rejected under similar rationale. 
5. Claims 4, 5, 18, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Syncomatic (Syncomatic Online Documentation, published: May 
2006, Section: 'Syncomatic Style files' (pages: 1-4), Section: 'Producing a Lecture Using 
Sync-O-Matic 2000' (pages 1-20) and Lin (US Patent: 6,369,835 B1, issued: Apr. 9, 
2002, filed: May 18, 1999), in further view of Silver et al (US Patent: 6,408,109 B1, 
issued: Jun. 18, 2002, filed: Oct. 7, 1996) 

With regards to claim 4, which depends on claim 2, Lin teaches wherein the examining 
of each image in the animated GIF object, as similarly explained in the rejection for 
claim 2, and is rejected under similar rationale. However, the combination of 
Syncomatic and Lin do not expressly teach including an application of a Roberts Cross 
operator to each image. 

However, Silver et al teaches including an application of a Roberts Cross Operator to 
each image (Abstract: whereas an image is analyzed to detect the maximum/highest 
gradient magnitude for edge detection. The edge detection process, includes gradient 
estimation through Roberts Cross as shown in Fig. 1a, and explained in column 6, 30- 

35). 



Application/Control Number: 10/644,257 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2178 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified Syncomatic and Lin's system for selecting an image for an 
animated GIF, such that the image is selected based upon the application of a Roberts 
Cross operator, as taught by Silver et al. The combination would have allowed 
Syncomatic to have "implemented an inexpensive method of high accuracy subpixel 
edge detection" (Silver, column 2, lines 49-50). 

With regards to claim 5, which depends on claim 4, the combination of Syncomatic, Lin, 
and Silver et al teaches wherein the selecting of an image from the examined animated 
GIF object for rendering as a compressed single image format image includes 
identifying the image with a highest spatial gradient measurement computed by the 
application of the Roberts Cross operator, as similarly explained in the rejection for 
claim 4, and is rejected under similar rationale. 

With regards to claim 18, which depends on claim 15, Syncomatic, Lin, and Silver et al 
teaches wherein the analyzing each image of the animated GIF object includes applying 
a Roberts Cross operator to each image of the animated GIF object, as similarly 
explained in the rejection for claim 4, and is rejected under similar rationale. 
With regards to claim 19, which depends on claim 18, Syncomatic, Lin, and Silver et al 
teaches wherein the selecting the single image of the examined animated GIF object 
includes identifying an image with a highest spatial gradient measurement computed by 
the application of the Roberts Cross operator, as similarly explained in the rejection for 
claim 5, and is rejected under similar rationale. 
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6. Claims 6-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Syncomatic (Syncomatic Online Documentation, published: May 2006, Section: 
'Syncomatic Style files' (pages: 1-4), Section: Producing a Lecture Using Sync-O-Matic 
2000' (pages 1-20) and Lin (US Patent: 6,369,835 B1, issued: Apr. 9, 2002, filed: May 
18, 1999), in further view ofde Queiroz et al (US Patent: 6,058,210, issued: May 2, 
2000, filed: Sep. 15, 1997) 

With regards to claim 6, which depends on claim 1, Lin teaches the first compressed 
single image format image and the second compressed single image format image is in 
GIF format. Lin further teaches the first and second image format can be other 
compression formats as well (column 12, lines 36-43). 
However, the combination of Syncomatic and Lin do not expressly teach the 
compression format is JPEG, 

Yet, de Queiroz et al teaches the compression format in a motion video, can be 
MJPEG, which means each image in the view frame is stored in compressed JPEG 
format (column 2, lines 4-9). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified Syncomatic and Lin's powerpoint to image transformation 
system, such that the image stored is in JPEG format, as taught by de Queiroz et al. 
The combination of Syncomatic, Lin, and de Queiroz et al would have allowed 
Syncomatic to have implemented a moving picture by digitizing a sequence of still 
image frames, ... where each frame is compressed using the JPEG standard" (de 
Queiroz et al, column 2, lines 4-8). 
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With regards to claim 7, the combination of Syncomatic and Lin teach identifying each 
presentation slide in the PPT presentation file; identifying each presentation object in 
each presentation slide; determining whether each presentation object in each 
presentation slide has effects applied, as similarly explained in the rejection for claim 1, 
and is rejected under similar rationale. Additionally, the combination of Syncomatic and 
Lin teach determining whether each presentation object in each presentation slide is an 
animated GIF object and rendering an image for each animated GIF object, as similarly 
explained in the rejection for claim 2, and is rejected under similar rationale; 
Additionally, Lin teaches generating an image from an animated GIF object in the 
rejection for claim 2, and further teaches the image is placed into an image buffer (claim 
21, line 60: whereas, the image is placed into movie data/video data. As explained in 
the rejection for claim 1 , movie/video data is basically a sequence/buffer of 
frames/images); and generating a JPEG image format file to show an end effect for any 
presentation object having effects applied, as similarly explained by the combination of 
Syncomatic, Lin, and de Queiroz et al in the rejection for claim 6, and is rejected under 
similar rationale. 

With regards to claim 8, which depends on claim 7, Syncomatic, Lin, and de Queiroz et 
al teaches wherein the determining whether each presentation object in each 
presentation slide has effects applied includes an examination of any attributes 
assigned to each presentation object in each presentation slide, as similarly explained 
in the rejection for claim 3, and is rejected under similar rationale. 
With regards to claim 9, which depends on claim 7, Syncomatic, Lin, and de Queiroz et 
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al teaches wherein the determining whether each presentation object in each 
presentation slide is an animated GIF object, includes an examination of any attributes 
assigned to each presentation object in each presentation slide (Lin, co|umn 21, lines 
56-60: whereas, the act of transforming an animated GIF object to include as an image 
in movie data, inherently includes determining/recognizing the attributes of the 
presentation object/GIF object before transformation, in order to successfully 
map/transform the animated GIF to an image) 

With regards to claim 10, which depends on claim 9, Syncomatic, Lin, and de Queiroz et 
al teaches examining each image in the animated GIF object; selecting an image in the 
animated GIF object to render into the image buffer (as similarly explained in the 
rejection for claim 2, and rejected under similar rationale); and rendering the selected 
image into the image buffer (as similarly explained in the rejection for claim 7, and is 
rejected under similar rationale). 

.7. Claims 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Syncomatic (Syncomatic Online Documentation, published: May 2006, Section: 
'Syncomatic Style files' (pages: 1-4), Section: 'Producing a Lecture Using Sync-O-Matic 
2000' (pages 1-20), Lin (US Patent: 6,369,835 B1, issued: Apr. 9, 2002, filed: May 18, 
1999), and de Queiroz et al (US Patent: 6,058,210, issued: May 2, 2000, filed: Sep. 15, 
1997), in further view of Silver et al (US Patent: 6,408,109 B1, issued: Jun. 18, 2002, 
filed: Oct. 7, 1996) 

With regards to claim 1 1 , which depends on claim 10, the combination of Syncomatic, 
Lin, and de Queiroz et al teach the examining each image in the animation GIF object, 
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as similarly explained in the rejection for claim 1 0, and is rejected under similar 

rationale, However, Syncomatic, Lin, and de Queiroz et al do not expressly teach 

identifying a most complex image in the animated GIF object. 

However, Silver et al teaches identifying a most complex image in the animated GIF 

object., as similarly explained in the rejection for claim 5, and is rejected under similar 

rationale. 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified the combination of Syncomatic, Lin, and de Queiroz et al to 
have further included identifying a most complex image in the animated GIF object, as 
taught by Silver et al. The combination would have allowed Silver et al to have 
"implemented an inexpensive method of high accuracy subpixel edge detection" (Silver, 
column 2, lines 49-50)." 

With regards to claim 12, which depends on claim 10, Syncomatic, Lin, and de Queiroz 
et al teaches examining each image in the animated GIF, as similarly explained in the 
rejection for claim 10. Furthermore, Silver et al teaches identifying the most complex 
image, as explained in the rejection for claim 1 1 . Silver et al further teaches the 
identifying the most complex image includes wherein the examining each image in the 
animated GIF object includes an application of a Roberts Cross operator to measure a 
spatial gradient of each image in the animated GIF object, as explained in the rejection 
for claim 4, and is rejected under similar rationale. 

With regards to claim 13, which depends on claim 12, Syncomatic, Lin, and de Queiroz 
et al teaches wherein the selecting the image in the animated GIF object to render into 
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the image buffer, as similarly explained in the rejection for claim 10. The combination of 
Syncomatic, Lin, de Queiroz et al, and Silver et al also teach identifying of the most 
complex image, as similarly explained in the rejection for claim 1 1 . Silver et al further 
teaches the identifying of the most complex image includes selecting the image having 
a highest spatial gradient sum obtained by the application of the Roberts Cross 
operator, as similarly explained in the rejection for claim 4, and is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Gomez et al (US Patent: 6,697,559 B1): This reference teaches 
converting slide shows to JPEG files. 

• Rowe et al (US Patent: 5,781 ,785): This reference teaches the use of 
recognizing content objects, and converting content objects to a 
optimized/compressed format. 

• Hwang et al (US Application: 2004/0205458): This reference teaches 
converting PowerPoint files to JPEG or GIF format. 

• Pulier et al (US Application: 2004/02051 16 A1): This reference teaches 
converting PowerPoint files to compressed image files at different output 
image resolutions. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Wilson Tsui whose telephone number is (571)272-7596. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




